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Art Unit: 261 1 



DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on cm application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, 
or on an international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of 
paragraphs (J), (2) t and (4) of section 37 JO of this title before the invention thereof by 
(he applicant for patent. 

2. Claims 1, 8, 13-14, 22, and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Miyahara (U.S. Patent No. 5,699,052). 

Regarding claims 1 and 16, Miyahara discloses a method and a set of instructions residing 
on a storage medium capable of being executed on a processor to implement the method for 
controlling at least two audio/video ( H A/V") devices to render a desired content (Figs. 1-2 and 
col. 2/lines 14-35), comprising constructing a filter graph of at least two A/V devices as a 
function of a connection topology of at least two A/V devices and desired content, i.e., a 
constructive table shows the connection topology of at least two A/V devices and its desired 
content (Fig. 4a and col. 3/lines 53-61); and controlling at least two A/V devices via filter graph 
to render desired content on one of at least two A/V devices, i.e., based on the table, the selecting 
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step of at least two A/V devices can be performed using the A/V selector (Figs. I, 3 & 5 and col. 
3/lines 1-22). 

.As for claims 8 and 22, the step of "wherein said desired content is determined as a 
function of a user input" is taught by Myahara as Miyahara reveals that the user can select object 
A/V system from the menu (Figs. 6a-6c and Fig. 7). 

With respect to claims 13 and 26, Miyahara suggests the step of "validating said filter 
graph as a function of said connection topology" by providing the reproduction routine check 
(Fig. 8). 

As for claims 14 and 27, Miyahara discloses "wherein the processor controls said at least 

two devices via a command transmission device", i.e., a CPU 13 controls the command 

transmission a plurality of A/V devices (Fig. 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U,S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 



% 
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4. Claims 2-7, 12, 17-21, 25 and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miyahara (U.S. Patent No. 5,699,052) in view of Laubach et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,081,533). 

Regarding claims 2-3 and 17-18, Miyahara does not clearly mention to include "wherein 
constructing said filter graph includes: connecting at least two device filters corresponding to said 
at least two A/V devices" and "wherein each of said at least two device filters includes 
predetermined characteristics of a corresponding one of said at least two A/V devices"; however, 
the technique of using a device filter or more with predetermined characteristics of a 
corresponding one of the at least two device filters in order to provide a filter table or a filter 
graph of connected devices to a control system is taught by Laubach (Laubach, Fig. 3/item 319, 
and col. 7/lines 14-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Nfiyahara's system with Laubach's disclosed 
technique in using device filters in order to select and discard the wanted or unwanted 
information, respectively. The motivation for doing this is either to filter out unwanted 
information or to sort out information data sources as desired. 

As for claims 4-5 and 19-20, in further view of claims 2-3 above, Laubach suggests the 
steps of "wherein said predetermined characteristics of each of said at least two device filters 
includes at least one of an input pin and an output pin", i.e., as the filter 3 10 has an input port 
from element 307 and an output port to element 31 1, and the filter 319 has an input port from 
element 3 1 1 and an output port to element 321 (Laubach, Fig. 3) and "wherein said at least two 
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device filters are connected by connecting said at least one of said input pin and said output pin of 
one of said at least two device filters to said at least one of said input pin and said output pin of 
the other one of said at least two device filters" (Fig. 3/via Port 2). 

With respect to claim 6, in view of claims 2-3 above, Miyahara further discloses "wherein 
said predetermined characteristics of each of said at least two device filters includes a media type, 
and wherein said filter graph is constructed as a further function of said media type of at least one 
of said at least two device filters" as Miyahara reveals the media types of A/V devices on the filter 
graph or filter table (see Miyahara, Fig. 4a with VCR type or TV type). 

Regarding claims 7, 12, 21 and 25, Laubach further inherently suggests "wherein said 
predetermined characteristics of each of said at least two device filters includes a location, and 
wherein said filter graph is constructed as a further function of said location of at least one of said 
at least two device filters" and "determining a user location, wherein said filter graph is 
constructed as a further function of said user location" because the filter table shows device 
number and terminal number (Fig. 4a & b), a user easily realizes where those devices are located 
since he is the one who sets them up to where as he prefers. 

Regarding claim 28-30, these system claims are rejected for the reasons given in the scope 
of claims 1-8 and 12-15 as already disclosed above (and as below for claim 15). 



Serial Number: 09/208,064 
Art Unit: 2611 

5. Claims 9-11 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miyahara (U.S. Patent No. 5,699,052) in view of Kimura et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,247,580). 

Regarding claims 9-1 1 and 23-24, Miyahara does not disclose "wherein said user input is a 
verbal command, the method further comprising: determining said rendered content as a function 
of said verbal command"; "determining a desired activity as a function of said verbal command, 
wherein said filter graph is constructed as a further function of said desired activity" and 
"determining a target device as a function of said verbal command, wherein said target device 
indicates which of said at least two A/V devices renders said desired content" as claimed; 
however, the technique using a verbal command to operate a target device is taught by Kimura as 
Kimura teaches a voice-operated remote control system that can recognize the verbal command of 
human voice and operates an A/V system (see Kimura, col. 1/Iines 1 3-34; and col. 1/line 58-col. 
2/line 31). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Miyahara's system with Kimura's disclosed voice-operated remote 
control system in order to obtain an enhanced A/V control system with verbal commands from a 
distance to operate the A/V system for selecting or switching target devices as desired. 

6, Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miyahara (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,699,052). 

With respect to claim 15, Miyahara does not clearly to mention "wherein said command 
transmission device includes at least one of a serial cable, an infrared transmitter and a radio 
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frequency transmitter"; however, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is well-known in the 
art that one can easily use a serial cable as means for cable connection and an infrared and a RF 
transmitter as means for wireless connection between the control device and 
A/V devices as claimed. There is no restriction in how the two mentioned devices to inter- 
connect either in cable connection means or in wireless connection means. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Miyahara's system with the additional step of "wherein said command transmission device 
includes at least one of a serial cable, an infrared transmitter and a radio frequency transmitter" as 
preferred choices to interconnect the control system and the A/V devices. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Hirosawa et al (US Patent 5,202,989) disclose control method for a computer network system. 
Yashiro (US Patent 5,418,527) discloses a remote control system for audio/video system. 
Tanaka et al. (US Patent 5,420,573) disclose an audio-visual system with 2-way communication. 
Florin et al. (US Patent 5,583,560) disclose a method and apparatus for audio-visual interface for 
the selective display of listing information on a display. 



